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¥r. Legter Snhow

calFed Bay/Delta Program

1416 Ninth Strest Suite 1158
.Glcramento , ChA 98814

pear Mr Snow .

1 gubmit these comments as a citizen though I am algo repregented bY
the comments submitted by the gierra Club and the Epvironmental Water
caucus. The comments on poth those submigaions reflect my concerns of
why 1t was diffieult for citizens to fully assess the implications of

the proposed actions in the PELIS/BIR. I reflect on how much moxe
useful and extensive. the public input might have been had citizens
pean privy to the major amount of analygis prepared by the
organizations represented on the Environmental Water Caucug.

Certainly a more hbroadly supported public education program is neaded
at all lavela to better help the public understand the nature of the
complex decisions that are needed. Tt will ba helpful tao complete the

many information gapo which aze noted in the document to be

fortheoming, without which it ie difficult to fully agsees the project
impacta. Though there has beeén an effort to involve the pubilc £hrough

gtakeholder groups, there needs to he more attention to the larger
public to make {t easler.to extract the major agsumptione and long

ferm impacts. (In some Cames, £lawad assumptions 1ike those based on

tha DWR's 160 which averegtimates the demand for water and
underestimates the role of congervation to addresa that demand) .

The PEIS/EIR did not contain a fully analyzed alternative based con

conservation and efficiency with more detailed regulatory options in
addition to voluntary, that could prevent extensive public investments
{n additional storage and conveyance facilities. such an alterpative

should be assesgped,

I will be interasted in the raesolutien af "calfed agencied considering

a policy that would place & tougher standard of water managament on
water suppliesrs that may want to recelve watar from the calfed
progran" as noted in Efficiency appendix 9-§., Was such 2 ragolution
aggumed in the document numbers for atfficiency? The same gquestion
applies to the »oalfed agencies are conaidering the policy that a
water supplier muat meet criteria for the mengurement of water

deliveries and water pricing contained in the "Criteria for Evaluating

Water Management Plans iesued by the U3 Bureau of
Reclamation,..."(page 2-7 of same appendix).

when will calfed dacide if rwidespread demonatration of efficient use

py local water suppliezs and irrigation districts pould be 2
prerequisite to Calfed implamantation of other program actlong for

watar supply reliability"? (Page 2~9 Efficiency Appendix) wWhat will be
£ha timetable and conditions under which Calfed will decida "if an
‘ acceptable majority of agricultural water suppliers have net prepared
, adopted., received Council endorsement and begun implementation of
their agricultural watax management plans by January 1, 1999, then)
legislative and regulatory mechanisme will be triggered".? what is

nacceptable” ? (Efficiency Technical appendix p-2~13) .What are the
amaumptions in the efficiéncy numbers re the above actions ?
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the PEIS/EIR does not consider arop changea as effi?iancy
iggigiements? téﬁra neada’ to be conaidaration given to ?o ;n:e??t::;e
£hat would sncourage the replacing of less water-intensive pzc ltures
crops rather than gpending the same money ?n more concrete 8 i;clocaI'
on the urban side, what amsumptions of savings could ?e mad? boc
landscape ordinances were adopted in a1l communities in Californlia
(p 5-16, Efficiency Appendix). .

calfed haa underestimated the potential for watex conservation both in
¢he urban and agriculture sectors. greater attention to there aread
can help avoid more expensive and environmentally harmful
altarnatives.

T appreciate thera was a 30 day extenaion for the public ?houg? i;s:as
algo tov short given the axtenaive size u? the documentatxa:: e
appreciate that Calfed has agreed to provide moxe documenta LGmﬁent
to coming to a final dacision. I‘WOuld.urgE that ?ubasqpeng o ent.
periods be longer and that tha assumptione, and key Lusues te g:offs
more layman format that helps sdugate the prli? about the fra ’tianl
jnformation gaps, areas of rigk ete. (including important in :r@:

in the techaical appendices that would have been more helpfal 1
presented in the main documents)
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